powerful Anglo-Irish subjects to wrestle with the lordship's problems with increasingly little interference from England. Only when a threat to the king's security arose there did royal interest reviveTTKis poIicyTed to~ the ei'o^i5n^oTaTlegiaii£e,tp_the king, and stimulated a particularism which cohfficteci with the emerging consciousness of nationnood in England. The colonists looked instead to the leadership of the three Anglo-Irish earls, Ormond, Desmond and Kildare. After the attainder of Ormond and Desmond in 1463 and 1468, successive earls of Kildare dominated the administration and confounded all challenges to their control. The differences between kingdom and lordship extended to the church too, which in spite of its advanced state of secularization did not inspire the anti-clericalism and denunciations by reformers that preceded the changes in England. This and the failure of humanist ideas to influence to any great extent the outlook of the Irish clergy, left them essentially conservative and resistant to change.2
The decision to initiate a revolution in England posed a dilemma for the government with regard to Ireland. Faced with a choice between the two incompatible ideologies of a united Christendom or a national church in a sovereign state, it had to insist that, despite the differences in conditions, the lordship should conform to the new English ideal. As contemporaries viewed the relationship, a member of a body-politic must obey its head. AF the same time the revolution precipitated a crisis which had long been looming in the administration of the colony. With the great expense of direct intervention apparently the only satisfactory alternative to aristocratic delegation, the government had hesitated and tried to find some acceptable compromise. ^The Kildare rebellion began as a protest against the centralizing policies of the Crown. However, the insurgents made acts of the Reformation Parliament. A statute of Poynings' parliament had enacted that English legislation was .to be Accepted, used and clouted within this land of Ireland'. Administrative procedure, however, required that such statutes beTertified into Ireland before they came into force^and those of particular importance were usually reenacted by the Irish parliament. Thus, the position of the Reformation legislation was only clarified_by the Irish parliamenTbf 1536-7, which was projected before the revolt broke out.4 In order to steer so controversial a programme through parliament and to enforce it, the king required an Irish Council completely loyal to his wishes, and a team of clerics willing to expound his suprernacy in sjpjrituals. In 1533, the Council was dominated by the rival factions of Kildare and Ossory and the only clerics who could be relied on to preach the doctrinal changes were John Alen, archbishop of Dublin, Edward Staples, bishop of Meath, and John Rawson, prior of Kilmainham, who were all members of the Council and Englishmen preferred in Ireland. An essential preliminary to the execution of the new policy was the replacement as lord deputy of Gerald Fitzgerald, ninth earl of Kildare. The restoration of Kildare to power in 1532 had not noticeably strengthened the government of the colony. Thomas Cromwell, responsible for the security of the realm and English oversight of the lordship, found him wilful and unsatisfactory. At a time when Qrpmwell was busy suppressing, oppositionjtcigovernment policy in England and providing against possible intervention from abroad, he needed a reliable deputy to pre_vent troublejn Ireland.Ji___ Kildare was called for in September 1533 but delayed his departure until the following February.6 In the interval, Cromwell made preliminary moves towards the enforcement of the religious changes. A reshuffle of the Irish Council was planned in order to promote ministers who were rnore amenable to English controL Preparations for defence were also necessary, as Kildare's kinsman and ally, Thomas Fitzgerald, eleventh earl of Desmond, had resumed intrigues with Charles V for an Imperial intervention in Ireland. 7 Irish affairs therefore appeared on the agenda of a special meeting of the Privy Council called for 2 December to consider the new policy and measures for defence. The minute concerning Ireland ran: 
8lO STEVEN G. ELLIS
Item, specyallie to remember to sende som trustie persons into Irelonde, to see that domynyon establisshed, and also to drawe, combyne and adhere towardes the King asmany of the grete Yrisshe rebelles as is possible.
To this Cromwell himself added:
And to practise to kepe peax there, and to withstand all other practysys that might be practysyd therwith other. 8
It had been rumourea for several months that Charles hoped to use Ireland as a means /o bring pressure to bear on Henry over the king's rejection of his aunt: This note probably represents the government's first definite information about the emperor's interest there.9
Henry and Cromwell determined upon the replacement of Kildare, and decided to pursue their Irish policy without reference to the Privy I Council on this occasion. Towards the end of December, the earl received a letter from Cromwell informing him that the king, for 'diuerse his affaires & causes of gret importaunce concerneng the weale, suirtie & defence' of Ireland, was sending back two members of the Irish Council with instructions. His pleasure was to be put into 'spedie execution.. .in everye thing according to your dewtye and his most gracyus expectacyon'. Royal letters were also directed to the more loyal of the Irish lords beyond the Pale, informing them of the change of deputy and aimed at securing their allegiance to the Crown. 10 Since only Cromwell's draft letter and the reply of one of the Irish chieftains to the circular survive, there is nothing to connect these moves with the implementation of the religious changes. However the letters clearly derive from Cromwell's remembrance for the Privy Council: and, according to the Imperial ambassador, Eustace Chapuys, the recall of Kildare and the enforcement of reform were again linked at a Privy Council held soon afterwards. 11 Before May 1534, a decision had been made that Sir William Skeffington should be reappointed as deputy. His intructions, which also formed a manifesto for a programme of administrative reform entitled Ordinances far thjL-Cmi^rnTn^kír~j)f Jri/mi^-were printecL^officially as a pamphlet for circulation there. They included a direction to Skeffington 1 to lead a campaign against thejpope^aft3l3l) i^i4tf^hTs~provtsi6rirán_
Ji^scl|cjtiori'ac£pfcrmge to the statutes therupon provided, and the lyke to be enacted there the next Parlyament'. The.d£p_uty was to be supported in this policy by the earl of Ossory, who on 31 Mayindeiitect'with dieting to denounce 'the usurped jurisdiction of the Bishop of Rome', and to assist in 'reducying the people to Cristen manners'. 12 The enforcement of the changes was only one side of the coin. The population had to be informed and convinced of the truths newly recovered, and in tnis mucn depended on the efforts of Archbishoj) Alen. The see of Dublin was the most anglicized in the country, and was traditionally held by an Englishman with a seat on the Council. Yet Alen was unpopular in his diocese. He was a former servant of Wolsey who had been employed in the earlier limited monastic dissolutions and he had been promoted in Ireland in order to extend the cardinal's legatine authority to that country. This had provoked resistance from Irish clergy who disputed his faculty. In 1530-1, when Henry tried to stifle opposition to his divorce among the English clergy, Alen was indicted of praemunire along with them and fined. In response, he caused his clergy to renounce 'all liberties, immunities and apostolic privileges derogating from the archbishop's ordinary, diocesan and metropolitan jurisdiction'. Thereafter, his sympathies seem to have lain with the king in the dispute with Rome, for he styled himself 'primate of the Church of Ireland after the manner of the Church of England'. 13 Alen's earlier career, together with his quiescent attitude to royal policy, cannot have commended him to the conservative clergy of his diocese. To support him, Cromwell sent over in 1 533 two of his chaplains, John Dethyke and Roger Beverlaye, probably to spearhead Henry's propaganda campaign when it began, and to keep an eye on political developments. Dethyke was presented to the rectory of Norragh, but Beverlaye was not so lucky. Although Alen promised him the rectory of Delgany, he was still without a living in May 1535, and with Alan's Heath in July 1 53j_(he was murdered six weeks after the rising -began] Beverlaye lost his patron. Since conservative influence waTas^et almost unchallenged in the diocese, his association with government policies was a hindrance to preferment, as appears from his letter to Cromwell beseeching the secretary 'in the honour of Cristis passion' to find him a benefice. In Ireland, he thought, )?e (they) that entendes trewlly to god and the kyng cannot have no thyng not withstondyng j?er tender letter that your gud mastershipe made in my be halffe. 14 Such was the limited progress made towards enforcing the revolution when Kildare's deputy, his son Thomas, Lord Offaly, rebelled. The 8i2 STEVEN G. ELLIS government had begun to reassert some control over the lordship but had done little to persuade the king's subjects there of the justice of his cause. The Ordinances did not appear before the autumn of 1534. Even then their circulation was limited, and they did little more than mention the religious question. 15 There was no government-inspired propaganda programme parallel to that in England to declare what the people were now to believe and why they were to believe it. Nor was there anything similar to the pamphlet war being waged in England between the ecclesiastical authorities and the early reformers, which contributed to a public awareness of the issues. News of the changes must have reached the English areas of Ireland and some printed pamphlets circulated there, but this was not through any deliberate policy of the government.\To the I majority of the lords and gentry the ideas associated with the Reformation ' were, in. two books in his library -the Kyng of England his answer to Lutter and Sir Thomas Moore his booke Agayns the new opinions that hold agayns pilgremags -suggests that his tolerance of innovation did not extend to Lutheranism. 19 Nevertheless Cromwell was informed shortly after the rebellion broke out that the said Erles son, bretherne, kynesmen, and adherentes doo make theire avaunte and booste that they bee of the Popes secte and bande, and hym wol they serve against the kinge and all his partetakers, saying further that the king is accursid, and as many as take his parte, and shalbe opynly accursed.
Chapuys wrote that Qffaly caused.the inhabitants of the towns he took to swejir fealtv to the porj^to the emperor and to himself 20 In the subsequent negotiations, the tenth earl (as Offaly became~on hTs father's death in September 1534) and his allies reminded Charles V that, as holder of the temporal sword and arbiter between princes, he should intervene in Ireland for the defence of the catholic faith.21 From Pope Paul III (as is hinted in the despatch to Cromwell just quoted), Kildare required confirmation of the conditional sentence of excommunication decreed against Henry in July 1533. The condition of this was that the king should return to Catherine of Aragon by September.22 He also hoped to get the pope to legitimise his usurpation of the lordship, sending his chaplain, Charles Reynolds, archdeacon of Kells, to Rome in December with diverse oold munymentes and presidentes, which shuld prove that the kinge hold this lande of the See of Rome, alledging the King and his realme to be heretiques digressed from thobedience of the same and the faith Catholique.
Rumours that the king was_accursed and a heretic circulated in England at tlje time., and were widespread during the Pilgrimage pfjGrace. However when rebellion broke out in England, the rebels ostensibly confined their attack to heretic counsellors who had led the king astray, and there seems to have been no support for the idea that Henry should be deposed.23 In Ireland such agitation had a historical tradition which could provide a direct challenge to the Crown. The oath of vassalage to Innocent III in 1213 by which King John received England and Ireland as a papal fief was an excellent precedent and one to which Kildare was not slow to appeal. Before the Anglo-papal estrangement owing to Imperial pressure on the pope in the divorce proceedings, there had been little opportunity to exploit the oath. However, like the well-worn invocation of Imperial protection made as recently as 1529, the idea that Ireland was a papal fief still had wide currency, as Chapuys was quick to point out. It also had unlimited appeal among those disaffected with government policy. The prevalence of such a notion was an influential factor in Henry's later decision to assume the tide of King of Ireland.24 Cromwell himself realized its importance in rebel attempts to attract support, and in his examination of the earl after the rising, he wanted to know what spirituall persons in Irelande ded denunce vnto him that the kinge was an heretike, and that it was laufull therfor to him to digresse from his obedience?25
Kildare's answer has not survived, but there can be little doubt that the move was suggested by his clerical retainers -by Richard Walsh, parson of Ballymore Loughsewdy, a member of the council which the ninth earl had, before his departure, appointed to advise his son; and by his chaplains, Reynolds and Edward Dillon, dean of Kildare. All of them played a prominent part in the insurrection.26
The promotion of religious discontent was part of a wider campaign by the (Seraldines irfwhich the activ^ support of both the Anglo-Irish gentry and the Irish chieftains was necessary. By appealing to theTr-eortmorT .r~mistrust"of Englishmen, it was hoped ^ultimately to establish an indepen-'t\ dent lordship. To this end, the support of the colonists countered the charge that Kildare had turned Irish, and that of the chieftains greatly strengthened his military potential. Kildare^ lost no time in prnrl^imirig that all Ejighsh-men-shxiuld.leave the country on pain_oXdeath, and, as the news circulated at Court, """"
spareth not to put to deth, man, woman or child which be borne in England, & so contynueth in as well tyrany & murtheryng the kynges subiectes.
Some hapless English fishermen arriving on the coast were also_ "executed.27 None the íess, the distinction between resistance to the ""ecclesiastical changes and anti-English sentiments manifested in the rebellion seems very tenuous. It is perhaps significant that a contempor- autonomy of the state on which the revolution was founded, nor with the patriotism and loyalty to the king so emphasized by the government at this time to assuage discontent. However, Anglo-Irish reaction to the revolution and resentment at the increasing English interference in the lordship were effectively directed at the same target, the English government, for which the three clerics and members of the Council were chief spokesmen. Likewise from the English viewpoint, the new political philosophy obscured the distinction between measures for the security of Ireland and those against the usurped authority of foreign potentates. If Archbishop Alen 'died for his fathfull and true service to his souiergne lorde^, he probably suffered for his admittance of Henry's claim to the ecclesiastical potestas jurisdictionis, as well as for his support of Cromwell's closer oversight of the lordship.29 bt It was one thing for Kildare to proclaim a crusade foiuhe_£ailJij|gainst contemporaries that this was the underlying cause and aim of the revolt. However, the fate of the 'rising hung in large measure onitEcT reception accorded this device abroad. To ensure success, the rebels had to obtain substantial support from foreign heads of state. The revolutionary England was of common concern to PaulIII, Charles V andjames V ofj>cotland, and even Francis I^showed interest_in the rebellion^at first. Although Charles and James "could be expectedto show interest in any movement likely to embarrass the king of England, the religious element made it more attractive. A rebellion which avowedly upheld the honour of the emperor's aunt and cousin touched the emperor's own honour, and by opening negotiations for a marriage between the king of Scots and the Princess Mary, Charles had sought to enlist the support of James against the divorce.30 The_ >, therefore, a very shrewd adjustment of policy on Kildare's part. It had serious repercussions, both in Ireland and abroad.
Since Kildare's proclamation succeeded in influencing continental attitudes to the revolt, the religious agitation in Ireland is discussed first. The evidence is scanty, for the government was naturally more concerned with the immediate task of crushing the rebellion. Dispatches reflect the concern about the widespread participation of Irish chieftains and the threat of Spanish aid, and rarely mention the attitude of the clergy. Nevertheless, it appears that tlje_^lej^y_w£rejon the whole very sympathetic to the rebels, and that a significant propori^ntook an active part in the *rísíng. Afterwards, Cromwell was advised that 'agrete meny of the spiritualty and temporally there have gretely offended', and the earl of Ossory urged that 'suche of the cleregye . . . as have defylid their treuth' should be made to pay fines.31 An influential group among these dissidents were the friars of the Observant movement, 'the holy confessors of the late Garrantynes' as they were afterwards dubbed, who were held in high esteem by the laity and were very much more numerous than in England. The outcome of the visit of the Franciscan Observant Provincial to Ireland is unknown, but it was two friars who conducted an ^mbassador of Charles V to Kildare who arrived a^Galway, and the earl later left some of his plate in theTustody of the White Friars of Kildare.32 Monasteries also provided some support. Dr John O'Hickey, abbot of the Cistercians of Monasterevin, and Gerald Walsh, prior of the Augustinian Canons of Ballymore Loughsewdy, were among the earl's most prominent supporters. When, after the rising, an extension of the policy of monastic dissolution to Ireland was being considered, Vice-Treasurer Brabazon urged that houses in the marches should be suppressed, not for the financial gain to the Crown -which would be small -but because they harboured rebels. In 1536, the commissioners surveying the monasteries denounced the prior of St John's, Kilkenny West, as 'avery traytor', and George Dowdall, prior of St John's, Ardee, as 'a papistical fellow able to corrupt the whole country'.33
With regard to the secular clergy, an indication of the extent of their involvement is the exceptional number of benefices which became vacant during or shortly after the rebellion. This can best be illustrated by a 
, about half of the benefices which fell vacant were expressly stated to have been in the king's gift as a result of these changes. However, of the total of 112 royal presentations in the period from 1532 to 1546,36 occurred in the years 1535 to 1537. Only sixteen of these at most were affected by one such abnormal factor, the vacancy in the archbishopric of Dublin from 1534 to 1536, by which advowsons temporarily fell into the hands of the king; of these sixteen, only seven were expressly stated to have been
In fact, Edward Dillon, who held the prebend in plurality with the deanery of Kildare, had been executed nine days previously when Kildare's castle of Maynooth surrendered. 35 It might still be argued, however, that these figures merely reflect the expansion of royal influence in Ireland after 1534 as a result of the reconquest. If this were so, totals for presentations would increase proportionally with those for grants of English liberty to individual Irish clerics. As the area in which royal rights could be enforced was extended, Irishmen who had long been prohibited by statute from obtaining livings in English areas were driven to obtain grants of denization in order to retain them. However, a correlation of the two totals shows that this was not the case, and indicates that some other factor was involved. The rebellion must account for this increase in presentations 11^535-7, for the increase was particularly marked within the Pale, which was precisely the "area from which the rebels drew most support. Though there was also an increase beyond the Pale, the situation there was more complicated. Any increase could be explained by the general expansion of royal influence. At the same time, the insurrection was by no means universal in Ireland, so that in some areas the clergyjac^ke'ctlllis uupoi lunity TO protest against • M___ ---<-*-government policy, finally, if the government had no control over a district, "oF if its surveillance was inadequate, the disaffection passed unnoticed. \ If all pre'sentations made in the period 1535-7 are taken into consideration, not merely those made by the Crown, the same geographical pattern emerges. A list of those benefices for which first-fruits were paid in 1536 This overall increase in vacant benefices necessarily understates the extent of the clerical protest against the government's religious policies. e ~ --^J^ ~ ^^»_P^ ^-^^j-L^^__^-~^^f^~>~^~~-*&~^--*^^-r ParticifJafiorr imhe revolt was a very extreme consequence of clerical discontent, and it is by no means clear that support for the rebels automatically led to vacant benefices in those areas normally controlled by the administration. In fact, judicial proceedings against Kildare's supporters in general and the controversy which arose about the royal supremacy in the diocese of Dublin after the rebellion strongly suggest that the vacancies represent only the core of resistance to the changes. As with the aftermath of the Pilgrimage of Grace, the government was forced to act with restraint in view of the widespread participation in the rebellion. The support of the gentry, always an important factor in the administration of the localities, was necessary for another reason -the favourable consideration of the programme to be laid before the 1536-7 parliament in order to defray the heavy cost of the campaign and to ratify the important legislation of the Reformation Parliament.37 Consequently, the law was only executed against the most obstreperous anci.notorious-jGeraldirie supporters, and others were allowed to compound for their treasons.38 Since the number of executions, actual and intended, was low, it follows that only the more committed of Kildare's clerical supporters can have been proscribed, and these were the men whose benefices fell vacant after the insurrection.
Events in the diocese of Dublin in the period 1534-8 indicate that the king's policies caused much resentment there both before and during the rebellion. Archbishop Alen's unpopularity seems to be reflected in the events surrounding his murder. The chronicler Stanyhurst's story about Kildare's supporters misinterpreting his orders and hacking the archbishop to death does not need to be retold in detail, but it is worth noting that the rebels also executed his chaplains and servants, confiscated most of his goods, and collected some of his rents. For since the royal supremacy had been enacted, he observed, they that then coulde and wolde, very often even till the right Christians were wery of thevm, preache after tholde soarte and facion, will now not ons open theire lippes in am poulpett for the manifestation of the same, but in cornars and souch company as thevm liketh, thev can full ernestlie utter theire opynion. 44 Such evidence of the attitude of the clergy in an area in which government surveillance and control was at its strongest, shows quite clearly that the Irish administration can only have taken action after the rising against those foremost in denouncing the king as a heretic.
There was then, significant clerical participation in the rebellion. The motivation for this involvement is, however, obscured by lack of evidence; nor is it possible to say how far la\ men were swayed by the example of their spiritual leaders. The number of recalcitrant priests known by name is very small -only ten, who with the exception of Travers, were all linked with the Kildare interest. During the rising Cromwell was informed that Cromer's support of his archdeacon, and his equivocal attitude towarcTs~~ the rebels and the religious changes, excited the suspicions of Henry, who in March 1 535 instructed Lord Deputy Skeffington to examine him on a charge of treason. The archbishop was conveniently ill at the time, and thereafter retired from political life. 50 \ Clearly, the connexion between the Kildare interest and its most prominent ecclesiastical supporters antedates the rebellion. This is not surprising, ioi' lilt! eail would tend te-assigrY"the more important tasks to supporters of long standing: it also simplified the government's efforts to track down the leading rebels. Nevertheless, the bias of the surviving evidence and the prominence in the rising of such ecclesiastics ought not to lead us to the conclusion that all the clergy involved were merely currying favour with the earl. The discontent in the diocese of Dublin is proof against this argument, and there is, moreover, a comparative lack of correlation between benefices which were vacant in or shortly after the rising and benefices of which the earl held the advowson. Kildare's Rental lists thirty-three benefices as being in his gift before his attainder, of which only eight became vacant in 1 535-7. 51 Yet there were at least twenty vacancies in Kildare and seventeen in Dublin at this time. Even if most vacancies occurred in areas in which the rising flourished, there is .no allegiance to Kildare and religious agitation in the revolt. It is not known Tiow far the kildare influence had pervaded the" Pillt; by 1534, but some distinction ought perhaps to be drawn between the twenty benefices vacant in Kildare, and the seventeen in Dublin. In Kildare the earl owned most of the land and rebel control was almost unchallenged until after the fall of Maynooth, whereas Dublin, in which his holding was comparatively small, fell to the king's forces shortly after their arrival in October. 52 It appears, therefore, that in addition to those committed to the rebel cause, a significant body of clergy, owing little to the Kildare interest, acúve\y~démónstrátedrdtcrr dislike of government ecclesiasficarpoiicy in the favourable circumstances presented by the rebellion.
"~~W ith royal policy being loudly denounced from the pulpit, there was a considerable likelihood that in the negotiations between the rebels and foreign powers, the response of the latter to the revolt would be coloured by a false appreciation of the circumstances surrounding the rising. Beginning with two agents sent by Kildare and O'Brien in July 1534. rebel embassies set out for Spain at regular intervals until Easter 1535.JBetore. his H^?7>Tjl2^iH^TJPr^rnhf>r 153^. TVsrprmfl had an agent at the Imperial^ court begging assistance on two occasions. 53 Kildare sent his chaplain to
___ PQ--O-------------________------------------------------*-•--•---
Rome via the Scottish court during the truce over Christmas 1534, and an important embassy left for Spam and Rome at faster 1535. 54 Throughout the revolt, OTNeTH anthMaiius O'DonnclHveTe in communication with James V, solicitating aid foFthe rebels.^J The response of the érnpérór, the pope and the king of Scotland to these overtures was initially encouraging, but in the long term insubstanfialTTJharles V~reacted very^qiiickly. His chaplain, Oonzalo FeTnanctezr arrived at Dingle in Desmonds territory on 27 June, although the revolt had only broken out on the eleventh, and he had probably left Court on the sixth.56 His advent, and the continued presence of Gotskalk Eriksson, who gave the rebels the ' munition de guerre' on board the pinnace which had conveyed him, seem to have spurred O'Brien into despatching his own ambassadors. In response, another embassy led by a man named Antony arrived in Galway at the beginning of September. The agent brought letters of encouragement to Kildare from Charles, who promised to inform the rebels of his plans during the following March.57 The earl of Ossory reported at the time that in addition to the movements of Imperial 52 StP ii 204-7; LP Add. 982. The Crown's delegation to its deputy of the lesser ecclesiastical presentations in its gift mav seem relevant here. However, between 1519 and 1534, Kildare was only in a position to exercise this power for a total of less than four years, and it does not follow that nominees would support the rebels. ambassadors to and from Ireland, two shiploads of lances and other arms had arrived. Whatever the precise quantities involved, the insurgents were not short of ammunition at the siege of Maynooth, whereas their supplies had been exhausted in besieging Dublin castle the previous summer.58 It seems certain that Antony associated with Eriksson after his arrival, for their movements were very similar. Eriksson's principal mission had been to Scotland for negotiations about the Princess Mary's marriage, and after talks with Kildare and other lords, he was escorted through Ireland by a force of 500 horse. However he did not reach the court of James V before i October, returning then to Flanders in December, and he was back in Spain at the beginning of 1 535. 59
The emperor's main interest at this time was in the expedition being prepared against Barbarossa at Tunis. This crusade a gainst both popular with his Spanish and Italian subjects, and countered the danger to Sicily and Naples. For its sake, Charles had acquiesced in the loss of Wurttemberg and even advised his brother to abandon Hungary if that were necessary. Hewas unlikely, therefore, to be seriously diverted £rpm his plans by the rebels in Ireland. Indeed it is somewhat surprising that he had allowed himself to become so involved there in view of his instructions to Chapuys that he was to do no more than hold out vague promises of goodwill to the English dissidents. Nevertheless, as his Council was quick to grasp, the insurrection came as a godsend to the emperor, because it hindered Henry from combining with Francis 1 to attack him in the rear whilst he was away. Although Chapuys had written earlier to advise that the Irish be encouraged in their revolt, its repercussions on the French threat were the main consideration when the Imperial Council discussed Ireland on 30 October. They debated whether the offers of various Irish lords to become Imperial subjects and to support the Aragon marriage should be accepted, or whether it would be better to wait until December, when, as the emperor had earlier promised, an ambassador was to be dispatched. Since encouraging letters had already been sent and no assistance could be given during the winter, the Council thought that it was better to wait and see how the situation developed. By November, though Charles still toyed with the idea he had apparently entertained two months earlier, he was obviously satisfied that the rebellion had already seriously weakened the power of any AngloFrench intrigues against him, which were his main concern. 60 By 25 February, when the Council discussed Ireland again, the support which the emperor still contemplated sending was trifling and would fall far short of the ten thousand men which Kildare had demanded for the conquest of England and Ireland. The promised Imperial ambassador was by then in Ireland and expected to remain there during March when Charles was to let the Irish know of his intentions. A minute of the meeting suggests that some token of encouragement was contemplated, though the advanced state of the season and the impossibility of doing anything after Charles' departure from Madrid required its rapid despatch.61 However, the following day the emperor wrote to Chapuys about his preparations for North Africa. He noted Chapuys' remarks about the disaffection in England concerning the divorce, but stated that because of more pressing business he could not afford to redress grievances by force. Chapuys was therefore instructed to try to alleviate the condition of the queen and princess and to sow discord between England and France by working towards an 'unofficial' Anglo-Imperial detente.62 This decision probably ended all consideration of sending help to the insurgents in Ireland. There is no record that any arrived, though if such had been prepared, news of Maynooth and other setbacks for the rebels might have deterred Charles. Alternatively, he perhaps considered that the rebels would continue to divert Henry's attention from intervening on the continent until he had returned from North Africa for which he set sail on 30 May. He was of course concerned not to lose face over the divorce: even though there was no longer any question of military intervention, appearances had to be maintained, and to that end Chapuys was warned that whatever course the rebellion in Ireland might take, he was not to prejudice Kildare's cause. 63 If the Imperial negotiations did not alter the final outcome of the revolt, there is no doubPihat they had a signifrcaririrnpacf on its course an3 coTrsequenceTrTfre' msurgerrts^-Mtrmc trust and cxpectacron^ of Spanish aid -ten-thousand men by i May, as the Council heard from a close confidant of Kildare captured at Maynooth -prolonged the rebellion by at least four months. In December 1534, one of the Irish Council had reported that Kildare openlie bostethe that he expecteth for an army at this somer ought of Spayne, cumforting his friends therwith.
j\s late as Julvijc^, the emperor sent word via James Delahide that he would send asfnTuch aid as he couTcTby the following March. WEefeararrearly end Tor the lighting wouTct~have preserved the Pale from much devastation, saved the king's purse, and perhaps partly have averted the ruin of the house of Kildare, the earl was encouraged to hold out in the expectation of Spanish reinforcements. 64 Miich less is known about the negotiations betwee^ Kildare and Paul III. Reynolds arrived in Rome in May 1535 and a report of his interview with the pope has survived, written by Dr Ortiz, the Imperial ambassador. Reynolds informed Paul III that he had come on behalf of the earl, of the other great lords of Ireland, and also of his allies in England, and he seems to have argued his case about Henry's ecclesiastical policy generally, rather than simply with reference to Ireland. The pope, he claimed, was guilty of negligence in allowing so many souls to be lost by not putting an end to the matrimonial cause at once, nor preventing the king from sowing heresy. Had he pronounced the sentence of excommunication and forfeiture already incurred, the English would willingly have risen and helped in its execution. In support of these assertions, Reynolds exhibited one of the king's printed propaganda pamphlets, and also a copy of the grant by Innocent III to King John, of England and Ireland for 700 and 300 marks a year respectively. A condition of the grant was that if at any time the king should fail in payment, his kingdom would devolve upon the papacy. In addition, Reynolds asked for absolution of his master from the murder of Archbishop Alen, which he had encompassed because of the archbishop's support of the English in Ireland, and because of his implication in the alleged murder of the ninth earl and attempts against Kildare's own life. According to Ortiz, the pope in reply excused himself for his past negligence, promised to do his duty, and absolved the earl. Prior Walsh visited the Curia during August to ascertain the response of Paul III to Kildare's letter. However, nothing more is known of the attitude of the pope, except that he subsequently dispatched a brief to the rebels, the contents of which have not survived. 65 It seems, therefore, that Kildare received very little more than prayers and promises from Charles V and Paul III, and this was also the response" of James V. The king was sympathetic, but unwilling to act openly against^ * Henry at a time when the latter, because ot his quai W\ with ilie pope, was 'tor once courting Scottish support and negotiating a treaty which was concluded in September. Nevertheless, James encouraged the rebels, and gave them to understand that he would send help. Henry found him very uflcoopeiativt abuut Irish affairs. He lefus^d I'o renounce his title to Ireland during the peace negotiations, and made no move to prevent the MacDonnell galloglass from participating in the revolt. In January 1535, Henry sent Norfolk's brother on an embassy to Scotland, among other reasons to demand that James recall his subjects from Ireland. James was evasive, replying that a prohibition of such movements would be counter-productive, but that whenever the English could prove to him that one or more Scots had crossed to Ireland, he would set about recalling them. A later request by Cromwell met with a similar response. Bishop Stewart of Aberdeen asserted that there was no subject of the king in Ireland, but if it be some miserable and private person stealing forth of the isles for poverty and scant of his living.67
Yet the Scottish king went further than non-cooperation with Henry over Ireland, although Henry never obtained conclusive evidence that James did not ignore the approaches which he knew the rebels were making. In travelling to Rome via Scotland, Reynolds obtained a letter from James commending him to the care of his agent, the cardinal of Ravenna.68
In England, the king was more concerned about the rebels' negotiations with Charles V, from which the major threat to security and policy would come. Henry's agents kept him fairly well informed of the movements of ambassadors to and from Spain, but there is no doubt that at times fear of possible intervention from that quarter caused grave concern at Court.69^ Early in July 1534, Chapuys reported that Henry and his Council were very worried about a rumour from Ireland that the rebels would receive assistance from twelve thousand Spaniards, and the government subsequently received reports to this effect from continental sources. On occasion Chapuys himself was questioned about the emperor's contacts with the rebels, an indication of the despair and impotence of the government against this threat. 70 Alarm was redoubled by mistrust that the forces being assembled for the expedition against Barbarossa might not all be destined for that theatre of war. The king therefore ordered his agents to keep a close eye on the preparations, and when Chapuys received permission to disclose despatches refuting Henry's suspicions, both he and Cromwell were greatly relieved.71 What Henry could not know, however, was the enthusiasm of the emperor for a crusade against the Turks, nor the precise state of Imperial negotiations with the rebels. In England, of course, measures against the Irish revolt were the primary consideration, and Charles' fears of intrigue between the English and French to exploit the developments in the Mediterranean were groundless. Chapuys reported that the news about Barbarossa's capture of Tunis had been much to the taste of the king, who concluded that the emperor would now attend to the defence of Sicily rather than to the assistance of the Irish. Henry was, however, left guessing about Charles' precise intentions, and whatever his private opinions, the news that a third Imperial ambassador had arrived in Ireland early in 1535, together with the continual and not entirely unfounded rumours of an army out of Spain, was sufficient to worry him until Kildare's final surrender. 72 The government's response to the threat from Spain was complicated by news from Ireland. Strengthened by religious support, the insurrec^. tion proved toL be-Considerably more serious lhan had originally been foreseen. A full analysis would require a lengthy excursus; suffice to say that the original expedition was cancelled, and an army of ajbout 2,300 men hurriedly raised. If small by English standards, this was probablythe largest force sent to Ireland since Richard II's expedition in 1399, and plans were laid for augmenting it it necessary. The insurrection was, however, allowed to run unchecked for four months, since the army did not arrive until October. 73 A serious rebellion in Ireland, though very worrying for the government, did not have the same impact as that of a more immediate challenge to the Crown. In parts of England and abroad, however, public opinion about the rising favoured the rebels and so magnified the threat to security. The government had expended considerable energy in searching out and publicizing respectable precedents with which to conceal the extent of the changes, and to persuade subjects that they did not amount to a revolution but rather to a restoration of the ancient order. The characteristic appeals of the Tudors to order and obedience were also made in Ireland to try to prevent the spread of rebellion to Munster. 74 Notwithstanding, the revolt was soon firmly established as a factor in international politics; and from the scanty evidence available, it seems that the ready acceptance of Kildare's claim to be leading a crusade against English heresy enabled him to turn the charge of levying war against his prince. So far as the government could parry this thrust, it had to do so in kind. Perhaps the best, certainly the most ironic indication of this, if it may be believed, is the proclamation in Dublin of an indulgence and jubilee from Thomas Cranmer, archbishop of Canterbury, to be gained by taking up arms against the rebels. This supplemented the excommunication of the earl, pronounced in October for the murder of Archbishop Alen, from which the pope subsequently absolved him. 75 Kildare rapidly became somejJiin.g-.Df a martyr for the failÍL__and on tKe continent trie '^fe^ligiousmptiyation of the rising was unquestioned. Dr Ortiz told the empress after the earl's surrender that he would either die a martyr or be entirely perverted. Reginald Pole, launching a campaign to execute the papal bull of 1535 deposing Henry, was sure that those who defended the faith this third time would win gloriously, even though it had twice been conquered -in England and in Ireland. 76 Chapuys had no doubts about the religious inspiration of the rising, and frequently urged his master to attend to the support of the rebels. 77 Even in England, the government had to move to ensure that the official view of the rebellion was accepted. Chapuys' dispatches are full of reports about attempts by Cromwell and other ministers to manipulate public opinion, both in London, and, by means of merchants trading there, in Ireland. Favourable letters from Ireland were leaked and ministers did not fail to publish at Court news of any successes achieved by the army, whilst remaining silent about reverses. 78 Towards the end of September when news was particularlv bad, a prohibition against speaking about Irish affairs was imposed at Court. 79 Chapuys, however, seems to have encountered little difficulty in obtaining the information which the government was so reluctant to publish. 80 He reported variously that he had obtained such intelligence from a chaplain to the ninth earl's wife, 'a worthv citizen', 'a worthy individual', an Irishman, English gentlemen, and others privy to government despatches.81 This suggests that news about the rebellion travelled further than the government would have liked. John Hale, vicar of Isleworth, identified the rising in Ireland firmly with grievances against ecclesiastic'al_policyjn_£ngland, and his"views'weTe -, probably not untvpical. There are suggestions that the rebels themselves had contacts with English dissidents, as the report of Reynolds' interview with the pope suggests.82 Two of Chapuys' dispatches provide clear instance of a resort to arms in defence of the old religion -anewsource of disaffection which was periodically to disrupt the peace ot the mid-Tudor "period. Though the causes of the rising owed little to the religious "changes, the Kildare rebellion was hardly less a protest against royal ecclesiastical policy than the Pilgrimage ot Grace. As in trie Pilgrimage, local sources ot discontent -for the Geraldines, the royal challenge ta their control in government -were at work alongside a movement of far wider appeal, linking the agitation in Ireland with that in England anch with continental displeasure at the revolution^ Outside Ireland, tn"e~ general belief that the revolt was sparked off by the king's attacks on the j church generated rnnsiHp^rahjgJntf T-PSÍ in-the rising. This development strengthens the view of some historians that the principles at stake in the controversy about the Reformation were widely appreciated in England long before the dissolution of the monasteries and other more visible innovations displayed the king's new powers to the world. As the government was no doubt aware, rebel denunciations of the king as a heretic might easily have raised Wales and the north; had this occurred the king's plight would have been desperate in the extreme. Foreign monarchs were encouraged to intervene in the rebellion to exploit the government's difficulties largely because its longevity allowed them ample time to do so. However, Charles V was engaged in fomenting rebellion in Ireland long before it eventually broke out -the most serious intervention he made against Tudor policy. Had he not subsequently been jpjeoccupied ejsewhere, the outcome of the rising might well have been ( very different. ThusTthe revolt posed a threat to the Crown which was nol rivalled untiFthe middle yeal^ of Elizabeth's reign, i houghTconditions in Ireland favoured them, the rebels demonstrated amply the weakness of the Crown against determined opposition. Their conduct^setjm example whirh tfrpJEglisb malrntpnts would have done well to follow. If such problems could be created for~theTung by a revolt in an outlying region, how much greater would have been the impact on policy from such opposition nearer to the centre of power?88
